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Appendix 1: MEDLINE Literature Search

Search Strategy:

1

o

1

-
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21

(abbreviated adj review?).tw.
(abbreviated adj synthes?s).tw.
(accelerated adj2 review?).tw.
(accelerated adj2 synthes?s).tw.
(brief adj synthes?s).tw.
(expedited adj2 review?).tw.
(expedited adj2 synthes?s).tw.
(meta adj method$).tw.
(meta adj evaluat$).tw.
(rapid adj2 review?).tw.
(rapid adj2 assess$).tw.
"rapid health technology assess$".tw.
(rapid adj HTA?).tw.
(rapid adj approach$).tw.
(rapid adj search$).tw.
(rapid adj2 synthes?s).tw. not (ch or cs).fs.
(realis$ adj approach$).tw.
(realis$ adj evaluat$).tw.
(realis$ adj synthes?s).tw.
(speed$ adj2 review?).tw.

(streamline$ adj2 review?).tw.



22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30

(streamline$ adj2 synthes?s).tw.

(stream-line$ adj2 review?).tw.

(stream-line$ adj2 synthes?s).tw.

(fast$ adj2 review?).tw.

(fast$ adj2 synthes?s).tw.

or/1-26

exp Animals/ not (exp Animals/ and Humans/)
27 not 28

29 and (""2008%" or "2009%" or "2010$" or "2011$" or "2012$" or "2013%").ed.



Appendix 2: Framework of Rapid Review Methods

Rapid Review Steps

Coding Scheme

Not reported

. > 6 months SR method: > 6 months
— Duratlon of < 6 months Streamlined: < 6 months
< | Review
E Not reported
@ . Yes SR method: protocol mentioned
© | Published No Streamlined:pprotocol not mentioned
protocol
Not reported
- Searched more than one database SR method: at minimum, searched more than
S | Databases Searched one database only _ one database and searched grey literature
& | searched Used a previous review(s) as starting Partially streamlined: either searched one
o point database only / Used a previous review(s) as
3 Not reported starting point and searched grey literature
g Searched grey literature Fully streamlined: database search not
= | Grey literature  No grey literature search reported, grey lit search not reported, no grey
Not reported literature search
5 No limit L.
=) Not reported limitod y : guag
£ N.o I.|m|t Fully streamlined: both date and language
£ |Language Limited by language limited
- Not reported
> 2 independent reviewers
One reviewer and one verifier
Title & One reviewer only
abstracts Done but unclear number of reviewers SR method: both L1 and L2 screening had two
= Not done independent reviewers
g Not reported Partially streamlined: either L1 and L2 had
L > 2 independent reviewers one reviewer and one verifier
A One reviewer and one verifier Fully streamlined: not done/ not reported, done
One reviewer only but unclear
Full-texts .
Done but unclear number of reviewers
Not done
Not reported
> 2 independent reviewers SR method: two independent reviewers
2 One reviewer and one verifier Partially streamlined: one reviewer and one
T | Data One reviewer only verifier
& | abstraction Done but unclear number of reviewers | Fully streamlined: one reviewer only, done but
= Not done unclear number of reviewers, not done, not
§ 'é Not reported reported
§ g > 2 independent reviewers ) . .
2 < One reviewer and one verifier ggr?:ﬁhc’d' twoll_ndiﬁendent r(_awewersd
< | Quality One reviewer only rtially streamlined: one reviewer and one
S appraisal Done but unclear number of reviewers verifier/ one reviewer only/ done but unclear
8 Not done number of reviewers

Fully streamlined: not done/ not reported




Data Synthesis

Data synthesis

Meta-analysis and narrative summary
Meta-analysis/pooling only

Clear reasons for not doing meta-analysis
Narrative/descriptive summary only

Not reported

MA/clear reasons: meta-analysis and narrative
summary/ clear reasons for not doing meta-
analysis

Descriptive: narrative/descriptive summary
only/ unclear or limited data synthesis methods/
not reported




Appendix 3: Study Characteristics

Type of

Type of .
Source Name O.f review Article Duration Full Published  Review
Author, Year  (Report Country synthesis (application Tvoe of Methods rotocol Lestion
or method P yp Review  Reported P q
only)
Journal)
Protocol not  Research
Abrami, 2010 Journal Canada Brief Review NA Development 6 months Yes reported qcijl:;trll(;/ n
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid 3-6 reported uestion
Adi, 2004 Report UK Systematic Interventions Application Yes P a
. months clearly
Reviews
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Armitage, 2009 Journal UK St_ructured Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Literature clearly
Review reported
Protocol not  Research
Atree, 2008 Journal UK RaP'd Interventions Application 12 months Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Australian Protocol not  Research
Safety and reported question
Efficacy clearly
Eig\llster of Report Australia Brief Review Interventions Application NR Yes reported
Interventional
Procedures —
Surgical, 2009
Rapid (non- Protocol not  Research
systematic) reported question
Bambra, 2010 Journal UK Narrative Interventions Application 6 months Yes clearly
Literature reported
Review
Barnighausen, South Rapid . L Protocol not  Research
2012 Journal Africa, Review Interventions Application NR Yes reported question




USA, clearly
France, UK reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Batten, 2012 Journal us Evidence NA Development 6 months Yes P qclearl
Assessment y
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Beck, 2012 Report UK Syst_emauc Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review of clearly
Evidence reported
Rapid and Protocol not  Research
Responsive reported question
Best, 1997 Journal UK Health NA Development 2 months Yes unclear/in
Technology ferred
Assessment
Protocol not  Research
Best, 2012 Journal Canada Rapid I_?eallst Frequency Application 6 months Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Birmingham Protocol not  Research
and Black Rabid reported question
County Report UK P Interventions Application NR Yes clearly
. Review
Strategic Health reported
Authority, 2008
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Blank, 2012 Journal UK Evidence Frequency Application NR Yes P qclearl
Assessment y
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Boycott, 2012 Journal UK Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Assessment Y
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Brearley, 2011 Journal UK Rewew_and Experience Application NR Yes reported question
Synthesis of clearly
the Literature reported
Health Protocol not  Research
Brown, 2008 Report Canada Technology Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly




Rapid reported
Review
Systematic Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported question
Brunton, 2013 Report UK Evidence Interventions Application 9 weeks Yes clearly
Review reported
(SREA)
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Bryant, 2006 Journal UK Literature Frequency Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review Y
reported
Expecited Mepored  question
Bullock, 2010 Journal USA Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review Y
reported
Protocol not  Research
Bungay, 2013 Journal UK RaP'd Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Burls, 2002 Journal UK Ra?'d Interventions Application  4-6 weeks Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Butler, 2004 Report UK Evidence Interventions Application 3 months Yes P qclearl
Assessment y
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Butt, 2010 Journal UK Systematic Association Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review Y
reported
Systematic Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported question
Caird, 2012 Report UK Evidence Diagnosis Application NR Yes clearly
Review reported
(SREA)
Cameron, 2007 Rapid Protocol not  Research
[CR: Watt Report Australia R P NA Comparison < 1 month Yes reported question
eview
2008] clearly




reported

UK, New Rapid Yes, Research
Carr, 2011 Report Zeale_md, Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes published question
India, Assessment protocol clearly
Ireland project reported
Protocol not  Research
Casadesus, Journal Cuba Rapld Interventions Application NR No reported question
2009 Review unclear/in
ferred
Health Protocol not  Research
Clark, 2003 Report UK Technology Interventions Application 3 months Yes reported question
Assessment/R clearly
apid Review reported
Protocol not  Research
Coomber, 2004 Report UK Rapid I_nterlm Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Corabian, 2002 Conference NR Technotes NA Comparison NR No Protocol not
abstract reported NR
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Cragg, 2008 Report UK EV! dence Association Application 4 months Yes reported question
Review and clearly
Appraisal reported
Protocol not  Research
Cummins, 2001 Report UK Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Curson, 2010 Journal UK RF\:/?(I:N Frequency Application 3 months No NA NA
Rapid NA NA
De Alwis Evidence-
KLNSK, 2010 Journal Australia _based Interventions Application NR No
Literature
Review
Protocol not  Research
De Laet, 2008 Report Belgium Rapid Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
reported
Dixon-Woods, Journal UK Literature Frequency Application NR Yes Protocol not  Research




2012 Review reported question
clearly
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Review reported question
Doran, 2013 Report Australia (Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes clearly
Check reported
Review)
. No protocol  Research
Fitzpatrick- Rapid . . L published question
. Journal Canada Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes
Lewis, 2011 - clearly
Review
reported
Health Protocol not  Research
Foerster, 2007 Report Canada Technology Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment/R clearly
apid Review reported
. Protocol not  Research
Government Rapid 8-12 reported uestion
Social Research Report UK Evidence NA Development weeks Yes P qclearl
2007 Assessments Y
reported
Protocol not  Research
Geddes, 2011 Journal UK Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Rapid Health Protocol not  Research
Technology reported question
Hailey, 2000 Journal Australia Assessment NA Evaluation NR Yes clearly
(locally reported
known as
“Technotes™)
Canada Health NA NA
Hailey, 2006 Journal N Technology NA Evaluation NR Yes
Australia
Assessment
Rapid Health 16 NA NA
Hailey, 2009 Journal Canada Technology NA Evaluation Yes
months
Assessments
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Hildon, 2012 Journal UK Rev?ew Frequency Application NR Yes reported question

clearly




reported

Protocol not  Research
Hulstaert, 2009 Report Belgium Rapid Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Jahangirian, Journal UK Rapld NA Development NR Yes reported question
2011 Review clearly
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Joliffe, 2007 Report UK Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Assessment Y
reported
Protocol not  Research
Kelly, 2011 Journal Australia RaP'd Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Khangura, 2012 Journal Canada Ewdenge NA Development 16 months Yes Protocol not
Summaries reported NA
Protocol not  Research
Konnyu, 2012 Journal Canada RaP'd Interventions Application 1 month Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Legrand, 2008 Report Belgium Rapid Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid and reported uestion
Lewis, 2001 Journal UK Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review y
reported
Protocol not  Research
Switzerland, Rapid . o reported question
Low, 2006 Report UK Review Screening Application NR Yes clearly
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Maddern, [NR] Report Australia Rewew/Rapl Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
d Systematic clearly
Review reported
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Protocol not

Research

Rapid .
Maddern, [NR] Report Australia Systematic Diagnosis Application NR Yes reported q;eesétrlr) n
Review y
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Maddern, [NR] Report Australia Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review y
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Maddern, [NR] Report Australia Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review Y
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Rapid reported uestion
Maddern, 2008 Report Australia Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes P qclearl
Review Y
reported
Protocol not  Research
Mann, 2011 Journal UK RaP'd Diagnosis Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Marsh, 2008 Journal UK Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment/R clearly
apid Review reported
McGregor, Journal Canada Validation NA Evaluation NR Yes NA NA
2005 Study
. Protocol not  Research
Mcmurran R_apld . — reported question
' Journal UK Evidence Interventions Application NR Yes
2012 clearly
Assessment
reported
Protocol not  Research
McRobbie, UK, New Rapid . — reported question
2006 Report Zealand Review Interventions Application NR Yes clearly
reported
Medical Protocol not  Research
Adwsory Report Canada RaP'd Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Secretariat, Review clearly
2010 reported
Middleton, Report Australia Accelerated Interventions Application NR Yes Protocol not  Research

12



2003 Systematic reported question
Review clearly
reported
Rapid Health Protocol not  Research
Technology reported question
Mitchell, 2011 Journal USA A(\Es;/eisdsemnggt Frequency Application 3-4 days Yes rglp?c?rrtlgd
inventory
report)
Protocol not  Research
Moran, 2011 Journal UK Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Moyad, 2008 Journal USA RaP'd Interventions Application NR No reported question
Review clearly
reported
Rapid NA NA
Moyad, 2011 Journal USA Review / Interventions Application NR No
quick review
Protocol not  Research
Murphy, 2010 Report Canada Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Nasser, 2011 Journal UK Rapid Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Ndegwa, 2010 Report Canada Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
HTA/Rapid Protocol not  Research
O’ Meara, 2001 Journal UK, and . Interventions Application 11 months Yes reported question
Netherlands Systematic clearly
Review reported
_ Rapid _ o Protocol not Resea_rch
Obyn, 2008 Report Belgium Assessment Interventions Application NR Yes reported q;zztrllc;n

13



reported

Rapid NA NA
Parker, 2006 Report UK Experience Interventions Application NR No
Review
Rapid Protocol not  Research
zg |1I;|pson, Report Australia (eFflei\(;:eer:l(\:Ie Interventions Application NR Yes reported q;eeztr'& n
check review) reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Review/ reported question
Comprehensi clearly
Rissel, 2012 Report Australia I\_/e rapid Association Application NR Yes reported
iterature
review/
evidence
check review
. Protocol not  Research
Overview of .
Saborido, 2010 Journal UK Rapid Interventions Application 4 months Yes reported qulestlon
Reviews clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
S(c)f;r;ell—lnderst, Journal Germany assr\;:sprlr?ent Screening Application NR Yes reported q;i:tr'& n
reported
Protocol not  Research
Singh, 2005 Report UK Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Singh, 2006 Report UK Riz\i/?:\j/v Frequency Application NR Yes reported q;eeztr'& n
reported
Protocol not  Research
Singh, 2006 Report UK RRaP'd Frequency Application 3 weeks Yes reported question
eview clearly
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Smith, 2013 Journal UK Structured Experience Application NR Yes reported question
review clearly

14



reported

Protocol not  Research
Stordeur, 2009 Report Belgium Rapid Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Sutton, 2011 Journal UK Rapld Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
. Protocol not  Research
Thavaneswaran . Rapid . . — reported question
Report Australia Systematic Interventions Application NR Yes
, 2009 - clearly
Review
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Thigpen, 2012 Journal USA Synthe5|s.and NA Development 10-12 Yes reported question
Translation months clearly
Process reported
Rapid Protocol not
Thomas, 2013 Journal UK Evidence NA Development NR No reported
Assessment NA
Protocol not  Research
Tonmukayakul, . Rapid . L reported question
2012 Journal Thailand Review Interventions Application NR Yes clearly
reported
Yes, Research
Tripney, 2011 Report UK Rapld Interventions Application 6 months Yes published question
Review protocol clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
Tsakonas, 2008 Report Canada HTA Rapld Diagnosis Application NR Yes reported question
Review clearly
reported
Van Brabandt Rapid Health Pr:)et O(():?tle(rjmt REZiiirgr?
‘ Report Belgium Technology Interventions Application NR Yes P d
2009 clearly
Assessment
reported
van Branadt Rapid Health Protocol not  Research
2008 ’ Report Belgium Technology Interventions Application NR Yes reported question
Assessment clearly
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reported

Protocol not  Research
Van de Velde, Journal Belgium Rapld NA Comparison 1 month Yes reported question
2011 Review not
Reported
van Swieten, Journal Netherlands Rapld Association Application NR No NA NA
2008 Review
Protocol not  Research
Belgium, Rapid . . reported question
Vlayen, 2006 Report Netherlands  Assessment Interventions Application NR Yes clearly
reported
Protocol not  Research
WHO, 2006 Report NR Rapl_d AQVlce Interventions Application 6 months Yes reported question
Guidelines clearly
reported
Rapid Protocol not  Research
Evidence reported question
Assessment L clearly
York, 2011 Journal uUs of the Frequency Application NR Yes reported
Literature
(REAL)
Zechmeister, . Overview of . NA NA
2012 Journal Austria HTAS NA Evaluation NR Yes




Appendix 4: Terminology, definition, and rapid review citations

Name of
Author, Year Synthesis Definition of Rapid Review Rapid Review Methods Cited
Method
_Rapld systematic reviews at_)out the effectlveness of healthcare West Midlands HTA Collaboration, The
interventions and technologies are produced in response to Trent Working Groun on Acute
Rapid requests from West Midlands Health Authorities or the HTA . g P .
. . - . . Purchasing, The Wessex Institute for
Adi, 2004 Systematic programme. Reviews usually take 3-6 months and aim to give a
) . . . b Health Research and Development, and
Reviews timely and accurate analysis of the quality, strength and direction .
. . : : . The York Centre for Reviews and
of the available evidence, generating an economic analysis Di L
- L - : . iIssemination
(where possible a cost utility analysis) of the intervention.
Rapid Rapid structured Literature Review has three major stages:
. Structured conceptualization (the need and problem definition); operational
Armitage, 2009 Literature aspects (conducting the literature search); structuring and NR
Review reporting the RSLR (reporting).
Attree, 2011 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Australian
Safety and
Efficacy Brief report, while broad in some aspects of systematic review
Register of New  Brief Review methodology, should not be considered to be a comprehensive NR
Interventional systematic review.
Procedures —
Surgical, 2009
Rapid(non-
systematic) Drawing on the principles of systematic review methodology to
Bambra, 2010 Narrative identify relevant and accessible evidence within a limited time NR
Literature frame to feed into policy-making
Review
Ganann R, Ciliska D, Thomas H.
Expediting systematic reviews: methods
and implications of rapid reviews.
. Rapid reviews are distinct from systematic reviews in that they Implement Sci. 2010; 5: 56.
Barnighausen, . . . . : . L
Rapid Review  typically apply stricter inclusion criteria and search fewer

2012

databases and sources than systematic reviews

Watt A, Cameron A, Sturm L, et al. Rapid
reviews versus full systematic reviews: an

inventory of current methods and practice

in health technology assessment. IntJ
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file://vs-research/Documents%20and%20Settings/antonyj/KS%20group/Article%20Library/Rapid%20Review%20Methods/Journal%20Articles/Uploaded%20to%20L2%20(120)/146772.pdf
file://vs-research/Documents%20and%20Settings/antonyj/KS%20group/Article%20Library/Rapid%20Review%20Methods/Journal%20Articles/Uploaded%20to%20L2%20(120)/145432.pdf
http://publications.nice.org.uk/the-nice-public-health-guidance-development-process-third-edition-pmg5/introduction

Technol Assess Healthcare. 2008; 24: 133-
139.

Civil Service (n.d.). What is a rapid
evidence assessment? Retrieved

Rapid Rapid evidence assessments are briefer than systematic reviews
' . : ; . September 18, 2012, from
Batten, 2012 Evidence yet still rely on a focused research question, quality appraisal, . . .
. http://www.civilservice.gov.uk/networks/gs
Assessment and synthesis of research. . . -
r/resources-and-guidance/rapid-evidence-
assessment/what-is.
Rapid In order to produce a robust but also timely appraisal of the
Systematic evidence, a rapid review methodology was adopted, with the aim
Beck, 2012 . . . . . NR
Review of of creating a baseline resource which could be used in future for
evidence further work.
Rapid and Stevens A, Colin-Jones D, Gabbay J.
responsive 'Quick and clean': authoritative health
Best, 1997 health No definition technology assessment for local health care
technology contracting. Health Trends. 1995; 27(2):37-
assessment 42.
Greenhalgh T, Robert G, Macfarlane F. et
Rapid Realist A rapid review of a restricted literature and should therefore be al. D|_ffu_3|on.of |nnovat_|ons In Service
Best, 2012 Review seen as preliminar organisations: Systematic review and
P y recommendations. The Millbank
Quarterly. 2004; 82: 581-629.
Birmingham, . . -
2008 Rapid Review  No definition NR
. Rapid evidence assessment (REA) provides a ‘balanced Rapl_d Evidence Assessment (2011).
Rapid ] . . Retrieved from
' assessment of what is already known about a policy or practice . L .
Blank, 2012 Evidence issue. by using svstematic review methods to search and http://www.civilservice.gov.uk/networks/gs
Assessment o tic,ally a r%isi existing research’ r/resources-and-guidance/rapid-evidence-
yapp & ' assessment (on 5 April 2011).
Civil Service (n.d.). What is a rapid
Rapid Rapid evidence assessment provides an overview of existing evidence assessment? 2011.:
Boycott, 2012 Evidence research on a specific research topic, as well as a simple http://www.civilservice.gov.uk/networks/gs
Assessment extraction and synthesis of the relevant data r/resources-and-guidance/rapid-evidence-
assessment/what-is
Brearley, 2011 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Health
Brown, 2008 Technology No definition NR
Assessment
Rapid Review
Brunton, 2013 Systematic A rapid evidence assessment differs from more traditional Ganann R, Ciliska D, Thomas H.

18


file://vs-research/Documents%20and%20Settings/antonyj/KS%20group/Article%20Library/Rapid%20Review%20Methods/Journal%20Articles/Uploaded%20to%20L2%20(120)/147051.pdf

Rapid

systematic reviews in that it is conducted within a shorter

Expediting systematic reviews: methods

Evidence timeframe, often on focused issues (Gough et al. 2012). and implications of rapid reviews.
Review However, these differences in methodology used to adapt to the Implementation Science. 2010; 5: 56.
(SREA) tight timelines must be carefully described and their impact on www.implementationscience.com/content/
the findings considered, in order for the research to remain 5/1/56. (Accessed 24 Oct 2012).
transparent and accountable (Ganann et al. 2010).
Rapid
Bryant, 2006 Literature No definition NR
Review
expedited
Bullock, 2010 systematic No definition NR
Review
Bungay, 2013 Rapid Review  Rapid reviews are literature reviews that are conducted systematically within a limited time frame
Rapid reviews are completed in a limited time to inform the Burls A’. Cummins C, Jordan R. etal.
. . appraisal and guideline development processes. The review West M_ldlands I_Development and
Burls, 2002 Rapid Review h . ’ Evaluation Service (DES) Handbook.
brings together evidence on key aspects of the use of the - R N .
Birmingham: University of Birmingham;
technology concerned. 1998
. A systematic assessment of the best available evidence that
Rapid S - . .
Butler, 2004 Evidence foIIovv_s the principles of a sys'gemat_lc review, bu_t concessions are o
Assessment n_1ade in o_rder to_ complete reviews in a shorter time scale. Grey
literature is not included.
Rapid
Butt, 2010 Systematic No definition
Review
Systematic
Rapid A systematic rapid evidence assessment (SREA) represents the
Caird, 2012 Evidence only way in which a broad policy question may be answered NR
Review within a tight timescale.
(SREA)
Any HTA report or systematic review that has taken between 1-6
months to produce which contains the elements of a
comprehensive literature search. The concept of ‘rapid review’ is
Cameron, 2007  Rapid Review increasing, driven primarily by this need to engage with NR
clinicians, consumers and policy makers in a timely manner in
order to provide evidence-based recommendations pertaining to
healthcare activities and decisions.
Rapid
Carr, 2011 Evidence No definition NR
Assessment

19


http://www.civilservice.gov.uk/networks/gsr/resources-and-guidance/rapid-evidence-assessment/what-is
file://vs-research/Documents%20and%20Settings/antonyj/KS%20group/Article%20Library/Rapid%20Review%20Methods/Journal%20Articles/Uploaded%20to%20L2%20(120)/147077.pdf

project

Health
Clark, 2003 Technology 5 gefinition NR
Assessment/Ra
pid Review
Coomber, 2004 Rap!d Interim No definition NR
Review
Rapid
Evidence S
Cragg, 2008 Review and No definition NR
Appraisal
Cummins, 2001  Rapid Review  No definition NR
De Laet, 2008  apid No definition NR
Assessment
Dixon-Woods, Literature L
2012 Review No definition NR
Rapid Review . . . . .
Doran, 2013 (evidence Itis pot necessarll_y a comprehensive review of all literature NR
. relating to the topic area.
check Review)
. . Rapid
Fitzpatrick- . _
Lewis, 2011 Syst_ematlc No definition NR
Review
The report is based on a limited literature search and is not
Health . . - . . . .
Technology comprehensive, systematic reviews. The_ intent is to prow_de a list
Foerster, 2007 Assessment/Ra of sources and a summary of the best evidence on the topic that NR
. : CADTH could identify using all reasonable efforts within the
pid Review X
time allowed.
Rapid reviews are literature reviews that use methods to
accelerate or streamline traditional systematic review processes.  Ganann R, Ciliska D, Thomas H.
Geddes, 2011 Rapid Review Tar.get audiences for raplq reviews include governm_ent Expe_zdltlr_lg s_ystematlc reviews: methods
policymakers, healthcare institutions, health professionals, and and implications of rapid reviews.
patient associations to inform health system planning and policy  Implement Sci. 2010; 5:56.
development
Government
Social Research  Rapid Review  No definition NR
2007
Hildon, 2012 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Hulstaert, 2009 Rapid No definition NR
Assessment
Jahangirian, Rapid Review  No definition NR



file://vs-research/Documents%20and%20Settings/antonyj/KS%20group/Article%20Library/Rapid%20Review%20Methods/Journal%20Articles/Uploaded%20to%20L2%20(120)/147146.pdf

2011

Rapid The main difference between a systematic review and a REA is
Joliffe, 2007 Evidence the restriction of the time period available to search for eligible NR
Assessment studies
Gannan R, Cilska D, Thomas H.
Expediting systematic reviews: methods
and implications of rapid reviews.
Rapid reviews are a new and contentious approach to knowledge Implementation Science 2010; 5(56).
transfer and t_exchange betweep researchers and policy makers. Abrami PC, Borokhovski E, Bernerd R, et
They are typically conducted in months rather than years and the ; - : .
- . ) al. Issues in conducting and disseminating
Kelly, 2011 Rapid Review focus is determined by pol!cy—makt_ers_ rather than researchers. brief reviews of evidence. Evidence and
! The strength of a rapid review lies in its timeliness and . . . )
. . . Policy. 2010; 6(3): 371-89.
responsiveness to the needs of policy makers and practitioners,
'?huet ;}zéligg;atlons include the reliability and generalisability of Bu'gler G, Deato_n s, Hoggki_nson 3 etal,

' Quick but not dirty: rapidevidence
assessments as a decision support tool in
social policy. Government Social Research
Unit, 2005. London; 2005.

Ganann R, Ciliska D, Thomas H.
Expediting systematic reviews: methods
and implications of rapid reviews.
Implement Sci. 2010; 5: 56.
Information services CADTH. Grey
matters: A practical search tool for
evidence-based medicine. Canadian

Rapid reviews have emerged as a streamlined approach to Agency for Drugs and Technologies in

synthesizing evidence quickly, typically for the purpose of Health. 2011. Available from:

Konnyu, 2012 Rapid Review  helping decision-makers in health care and health services http://www.cadth.ca/resources/grey-

settings respond in a timely manner to urgent and emerging
needs

matters.

Watt A, Cameron A, Sturm L. et al. Rapid
versus full systematic reviews: Validity in
clinical practice? ANZ J Surg. 2008;
78(11): 1037-1040. SUPPORT
Collaboration. SUPPORT: Supporting
Policy Relevant Reviews and Trials. 2011.
Available from www.support-
collaboration.org.
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Rapid

Legrand, 2008 No definition NR
Assessment
. Rapid reviews are completed in a limited time to inform the
Rapid and . - .
. - appraisal and guideline development processes. The review
Lewis, 2001 Systematic h . NR
) brings together evidence on key aspects of the use of the
Review
technology concerned.
Low, 2006 Rapid Review  No definition NR
A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
. limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its
Rapid leti hi : oW is a limi .
Review/rapid completion. This rapid review isa imited ewgience-based _
Maddern, [NR] . assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies NR
Systematic . . . - - .
. published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
Review . . . - o
review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific
review topic.
A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its
Rapid completion. This rapid review is a limited evidence-based
Maddern, [NR] Systematic assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies NR
Review published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific
review topic.
A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its
Rapid completion. This rapid review is a limited evidence-based
Maddern, [NR]  Systematic assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies  NR
Review published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific
review topic.
A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its
Rapid completion. This rapid review is a limited evidence-based
Maddern, [NR] Systematic assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies NR
Review published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific
review topic.
A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
Rapid limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its
Maddern, 2008  Systematic completion. This rapid review is a limited evidence-based NR
Review assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies

published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
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review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific

review topic.
Mann, 2011 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Rapid
Marsh, 2008 Evidence No definition NR
Assessment/Ra
pid Review
Civil Service (2009) REA methods — Rapid
Evidence Assessment. Retrieved June 13,
Mcmurran, Rapld A briefer version of a full systematic review, devised originally 201_1 from L . .
Evidence . . . . - - http://www.civilservice.gov.uk/my-civil-
2012 for informing policy decision-making quickly X 4
Assessment service/networks/professional/gsr/resources
/rea-methodsrapid-evidence-
assessment.aspx
McRobbie, . . _
2006 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Accelerated systematic reviews are produced in response to a
pressing need for a systematic summary and appraisal of the
Accelerated available literature for a new or emerging surgical procedure.
Middleton, - They use the same methodology as full systematic reviews, but
Systematic . - . NR
2003 Revi may restrict the types of studies considered (for example, by only
eview . . ; . Lo
including comparative studies and not case series) in order to
produce the review in a shorter time period than a full systematic
review.
. Expedited production of short-form evidence inventory reports.
Rapid Health : . h hors | he batient’
Technology In an evidence inventory report the authors leave the ‘patient
Assessment element of PICO unspecified and then assess how much
Mitchell, 2011 (Evidence evidence there is for the intervention in question, stratifying by NR
) patient group. The inventory process would work equally well
inventory - . ; - S
assessing the quantity of evidence on different variations of a
report) : : . : .
particular intervention for a particular patient group.
Moran, 2011 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Murphy, 2010 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Nasser, 2011 Rapid No definition NR
Assessment
Ndegwa, 2010 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Obyn, 2008 Rapid No definition NR
Assessment
O'Meara, 2001 HTA/Rapid Reviews in Health Technology Assessment are termed NR

and Systematic

systematic when the account of the search appraisal and
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Review synthesis methods would, in theory, permit the replication of the
review by others. Rapid reviews are completed in a limited time
to inform the appraisal and guideline development processes
managed by NICE.
. . This evidence check review was produced using the evidence
Rapid Review . o .
- : check methodology in response to specific questions from the
Phillips, 2012 (evidence Lo - - . NR
. commissioning agency. It is not necessarily a comprehensive
check Review) - ; - .
review of all literature relating to the topic area.
Rapid Review/
gtr);;?(;ehensw This evidence check review was produced using the evidence
Rissel, 2012 literature check _mgtho_dology in response to speC|f|(_: questions from Fhe NR
; commissioning agency. It is not necessarily a comprehensive
Review/ - ; . .
. review of all literature relating to the topic area.
evidence
check Review
Saborido, 2010 OVENVIEWOT 1 definition NR
Rapid Reviews
Schnell-Inderst,  Rapid _
2011 assessment No definition NR
Singh, 2005 Rapid Review  No definition NR
Singh, 2006a Rapid Review  No definition NR
Singh, 2006b Rapid Review  No definition NR
Rapid structured reviews are used to summarize and synthesis . i .
Rapid research findings within the constraints of a given timetable and Armitage A Keeble Ra_msay D. The rapid
. 4 - L . structured literature review as a research
Smith, 2013 structured resources and differ from systematic review in relation to the - : .
X . . strategy. Education Review. 2009; 6: 27-
Review extensiveness of the literature search and methods used to 37
undertake the analysis '
Stordeur, 2009 <apid No definition NR
Assessment
Assessment of what is already known about a policy or practice
issue, by using systematic review methods to search and S
critically appraise existing research. Rapid reviews, by their Grant M‘].’ Booth A. A typology of reviews:
. . . an analysis of 14 review types and
. . very nature, are constrained by time, and this impact on the X .
Sutton, 2011 Rapid Review - associated methodologies. Health
completeness of searching undertaken and the depth of formal . Lo g,
' . : - Information & Libraries Journal. 2009; 26:
quality assessment. Nonetheless, this type of review can provide 91-108
a general indication of the overall quality and direction of effect '
reported in the literature.
Rapid A rapid systematic review in which the methodology has been
Thavaneswaran, . AR L .
systematic limited in one or more areas to shorten the timeline for its NR
2009 ; - . . ST .
Review completion. This rapid review is a limited evidence-based
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assessment that is based on a simple systematic search of studies
published in the peer reviewed literature. As a result, this rapid
review may be used to inform certain questions on the specific
review topic.

The Medical
Adwsory Rapid Review  No definition NR
Secretariat,
2010
Ganann R, Ciliska D, Thomas H.
Expediting systematic reviews: methods
and implications of rapid reviews.
Implementation Science. 2010; 5: 56.
Jack S, Tommyr L. Knowledge transfer
and exchange: Disseminating Canadian
child maltreatment surveillance findings to
The Rapid Synthesis and Translation Program is collaborative decision makers. Child Indicators
Rapi and by using Lomas' exchange model of knowledge transfer Research. 2008; 1: 51-64.
apid bridges the gap bet hand practice by keepi
. synthesis and ridges the gap between research and practice by keeping _ _
Thigpen, 2012 . researchers and practitioners involved from the beginning. The Reardon R, Lavis J, Gibson J. From
translation - . - o
process RSTP bprroyvs from other pollcy. anq science synthesis and resear_ch to practlce. A knowledge Fransfer
translation literature much of which is related to knowledge planning guide. Toronto, ON: Institute for
transfer includes processes or components related to translation.  Work and Health.
Mallonee S, Fowler C, Istre GR. Bridging
the gap between research and practice: A
continuing challenge. Injury prevention.
2006; 12: 357-359. Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation. (2009). The synthesis project.
Retrieved from
http://rwjf.org/pr/synthesis/about.jsp.
Tripney, 2011 Rapid Review  No definition NR
HTIS responses are based on a limited literature search and are
not comprehensive, systematic reviews. The intent is to provide a
list of sources and a summary of the best evidence on the topic
HTA rapid that CADTH could identify using all reasonable efforts within
Tsakonas, 2008 Review the time allowed. HTIS responses should be considered along NR

with other types of information and health care considerations.
The information included in this response is not intended to
replace professional medical advice, nor should it be construed
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as a recommendation for or against the use of a particular health
technology.

Rapid Health
Van Branadt, Technology No definition NR
2008
Assessment
Rapid Health
Van Branad, Technology No definition NR
2009
Assessment
Viayen, 2006  Rapid No definition NR
Assessment
WHO, 2006 RaPidAdvice 0 ofinition NR
Guidelines
E\a;ipdlgnce The Rapid Evidence Assessment of the Literature approach
York 2011 Assessment of differs from a conventional systematic literature review in that a NR
: . REAL provides an evidence-based, systematic ‘‘snapshot’” of
the Literature the available literature
(REAL) '
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Appendix 5: Rapid review methods details

Literature
Gereral SN2, OO Sorsening Dat
. (published . - grey - T (ie., title  Abstracti
Author, N Duration literature, limited by Data
Definition . protocol, & on and .
Year of Review - reference data, . Synthesis
review . abstract,  Quality
uestions) scanning, language _and full-text)  Appraisal
9 contacting study design)
authors)
Rapid systematic
reviews about the
effectiveness of
healthcare interventions
and technologies are
produced in response to
requests from West Searched more
Midlands Health Protocol not than one database; DA - One
Authorities or the HTA . ; Searched published - L1-two reviewer .
programme. Reviews mentioned; and grey literature; No Date limit; independen  and one Narrative/d
Adi, 2004 usually take 3-6 months  3-6 months Resea}rch Search strategy I\_lo _L'angua_\ge. t reviewers;  verifier; escriptive
and aim to give a timel question clearly reported; limit, No limit L2 - Not QA -0One summary
g ety clearly y rep ' on study design - only
and accurate analysis of reported Yes, references reported reviewer
the quality, strength and scanned; Yes, only
direction of the authors contacted
available evidence,
generating an economic
analysis (where
possible a cost utility
analysis) of the
intervention.
Rapid structured Database search Data limit DA - Done
. ; Protocol not .
Literature Review has ioned: not reported; unclear/not L1 but unclear N ve/d
. three major stages: mentioned; Searched published  reported; - not number of arr_atl_ve
Armitage, LI Research ) ) T reported; . . escriptive
conceptualization (the 6 months . and grey literature;  Language limit reviewers;
2009 question L2 - Not summary
need and problem Search strategy unclear/not QA - Done
LY . clearly ) . reported only
definition); operational reported clearly reported,; reported; Study but unclear
aspects (conducting the P Reference scanning  design number of
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literature search); not reported; unclear/not reviewers
structuring and Contacting authors  reported
reporting the RSLR not reported
(reporting)
Searched more
than one database;  Data limit L1-one DA - Done
Protocol not  Searched published unclear/not reviewer but unclear
mentioned,; and grey literature;  reported; and one number of  Narrative/d
Attree, 2011 No definition 12 months Resea_lrch Search s‘Frategy not Language limit  verifier; L2  reviewers;  escriptive
question reported; Reference unclear/not - One QA -Done  summary
clearly scanning not reported; No reviewer but unclear  only
reported reported; limit on study and one number of
Contacting authors  design verifier reviewers
not reported
Australian Searched more
Safety and . . than one database;
. Brief report, while .
Efficacy . Protocol not  Searched published .
- broad in some aspects . ; - _ Limited by DA - One Clear
Register of - : mentioned; and grey literature; Lyt L1 - not .
of systematic review date; Limited . reviewer reasons for
New Research Search strategy ) reported,; i :
. methodology, should NR . . by language; only; QA - not doing
Intervention . question clearly reported; - L2 - Not
not be considered to be . Limited by Not meta-
al . clearly Reference scanning ; reported .
a comprehensive . study design reported analysis
Procedures — . . reported not reported;
- systematic review. .
Surgical, Contacting authors
2009 not reported
Searched more
Drawing on the than one database; - DA - Done
A . . Limited by
principles of systematic Protocol not  Searched published . but unclear
. . ) ) date; Language :
review methodology to mentioned;  sources only; limi L1 - not number of  Narrative/d
. . imit . : . L
Bambra, identify relevant and Research Search strategy not reported,; reviewers;  escriptive
: . 6 months . . unclear/not
2010 accessible evidence question reported; Reference reported: L2 - Not QA -Done  summary
within a limited time clearly scanning not ported, reported but unclear  only
. g Limited by
frame to feed into reported reported; . number of
. . . study design .
policy-making Contacting authors reviewers
not reported
Rapid reviews are Protocol not  Searched one Limited by DA - One
distinct from systematic mentioned; database only; date; Language L1 - not - Narrative/d
. - . . T reviewer -
Barnighause  reviews in that they Research Searched published  limit reported; i escriptive
. : NR . ) only; QA -
n, 2012 typically apply stricter question sources only; unclear/not L2 - Not Not summary
inclusion criteria and clearly Search strategy reported; reported reported only
search fewer databases reported clearly reported,; Limited by P
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and sources than
systematic reviews

Yes, references
scanned; Yes,
authors contacted

study design

Database search

. . ] Data limit
Rapid evidence not reported; unclear/not
assessments are briefer Protocol not  Searched published reported: DA - Not
than systematic reviews mentioned; sources only; La?n ua ,e limit L1 - not reported; Unclear/li
Batten 2012 yet still rely on a 6 months Research Search strategy not uncl% ar/gnot reported; QA -Done  mited data
' focused research question reported; Reference reported: Stud L2 - Not but unclear  synthesis
question, quality clearly scanning not der;i 0 ' y reported number of  methods
appraisal, and synthesis reported reported; uncl?ear Inot reviewers
of research. Contacting authors reported
not reported P
In order to produce a Searched more
robust but also timely than one database; L1 - Done
appraisal of the Protocol not  Searched published Limited by but unclear DA - Done
evidence, a rapid mentioned; and grey literature; date: Limited number of  butunclear  Narrative/d
Beck 2012 review methodology NR Research Search strategy b Ién uage: reviewers; number of  escriptive
' was adopted, with the question clearly reported; L}i/mite% bg ' L2 - Done reviewers;  summary
aim of creating a clearly Yes, references stud desiyn but unclear QA - Not only
baseline resource which reported scanned; y g number of  reported
could be used in future Contacting authors reviewers
for further work. not reported
Searched more
than one database;  Data limit
Protocol not  Searched published unclear/not DA - Not Meta-
mentioned; and grey literature;  reported; L1- not reported; analysis
L Research Search strategy Language limit  done; L2- QA - Done
Best, 1997 No definition 2 months question clearly reported; unclear/not Not but unclear ﬁg(rjrative
unclear/infer  Reference scanning reported; No reported number of summar
red not reported; limit on study reviewers y
Contacting authors  design
not reported
Searched more Limited by L1 -two
. . Proto_col ngt than one database;  date; Language  independen DA - Done .
A rapid review of a mentioned; Searched published  limit t reviewers: but unclear  Narrative/d
restricted literature and Research P " number of  escriptive
Best, 2012 6 months . and grey literature;  unclear/not L2 - Done . )
should therefore be question . reviewers;  summary
. Search strategy reported; Study  but unclear
seen as preliminary clearly learl o desi ber of QA - Not only
reported clearly reported; esign number o reported
Yes, references unclear/not reviewers
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scanned;
Contacting authors
not reported

reported

Searched more

L . DA - One
Birmingham than one database; -
Protocol not . - L1-two reviewer
and Black . ) Searched published  Limited by . Clear
mentioned; ) ) . independen  and one
County and grey literature;  date; No ) ) i reasons for
. _— Research ... treviewers; verifier; ;
Strategic No definition NR . Search strategy Language limit; not doing
guestion . oS L2 -Two QA - Done
Health clearly reported; Limited by . meta-
. clearly . independen  but unclear .
Authority, Yes, references study design . analysis
reported . t reviewers  number of
2008 scanned; Yes, .
reviewers
authors contacted
Rapid evidence
assessment (REA Searched more
rovides a ‘£alanzed than one database; L1-Done DA -One
prov . Protocol not . ' Limited by but unclear  reviewer
assessment of what is . ; Searched published s Clear
mentioned; ; date; Limited number of and one
already known about a sources only; ) . ) e reasons for
. L Research by language; reviewers;  verifier; :
Blank, 2012  policy or practice issue, NR . Search strategy ; not doing
) . question . Study design L2 - Done QA -One
by using systematic clearly reported; . meta-
. clearly unclear/not but unclear  reviewer .
review methods to Yes, references analysis
. reported ) reported number of  and one
search and critically scanned; No . i
. - reviewers verifier
appraise existing authors contacted
research’.
Rapid evidence Searched more ) DA - Done
. than one database;
assessment provides an Protocol not . o L1-one but unclear
. S . ) Searched published  Limited by . .
overview of existing mentioned; . S reviewer number of Narrative/d
P sources only; date; Limited . . L
Boycott, research on a specific Research ) and one reviewers;  escriptive
. NR : Search strategy by language; i
2012 research topic, as well question i S verifier; L2 QA -Done  summary
. . clearly reported; Limited by
as a simple extraction clearly . - Not but unclear  only
. Yes, references study design
and synthesis of the reported ) reported number of
scanned; Yes, .
relevant data reviewers
authors contacted
Searched more DA - One
. L1 -two .
Protocol not  than one database; o . reviewer
. ) . Limited by independen .
mentioned; Searched published s - ~and one Narrative/d
; date; Limited t reviewers; e L
Brearley, L Research sources only; ) verifier; escriptive
No definition NR : by language; L2 - One
2011 guestion Search strategy - . QA -0One summary
) Limited by reviewer .
clearly clearly reported,; ; reviewer only
. study design and one
reported Reference scanning o and one
; verifier e
not reported; verifier
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Contacting authors
not reported

Searched more

. DA - Done
Protocol not than one datab_ase, - but unclear
. ) Searched published  Limited by L1 -two .
mentioned; ) ) N . number of  Narrative/d
and grey literature;  date; Limited independen . ) -
—_ Research ) - . reviewers;  escriptive
Brown, 2008  No definition . Search strategy by language; t reviewers;
question ) i QA -Done  summary
unclear; Yes, No limit on L2 - Not
clearly . X but unclear  only
references scanned; study design reported
reported : number of
Contacting authors .
reviewers
not reported
A rapid evidence
assessment differs from
more traditional
systematic reviews in
that it is conducted
within a shorter Searched more
timeframe, often on than one database;
focused issues (Gough Protocol not  Searched published . L1 -two DA - Two
; . : . Limited by . . .
etal. 2012). However, mentioned; and grey literature; s independen independen  Narrative/d
: . date; Limited - . ) ) L
Brunton, these differences in Research Search strategy by lanquage: t reviewers; treviewers; escriptive
2013 methodology used to question clearly reported,; L3i/mi te% bg ' L2 - Two QA- Two summary
adapt to the tight clearly Yes, references Y independen  independen only
o ) study design ) "
timelines must be reported scanned; t reviewers  treviewers
carefully described and Contacting authors
their impact on the not reported
findings considered, in
order for the research to
remain transparent and
accountable (Ganann et
al. 2010).
Searched one. Limited by L1 - Done
database only; )
Protocol not Searched published date; Language  but unclear
mentioned; P o limit number of DA - Not Narrative/d
. Research and grey literature; unclear/not reviewers; reported; escriptive
Bryant, 2006  No definition : Search strategy not . ! '
question ) reported; Study L2-Done QA - Not summary
reported; Reference :
clearly . design but unclear  reported only
scanning not
reported g unclear/not number of
reported; .
reported reviewers

Contacting authors
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not reported

Database search

not reported; No DA - Done
Protocol not P ’ . L1-Done  butunclear
. ) grey literature Limited by .
mentioned; . ; N but unclear  number of Narrative/d
mentioned; Search  date; Limited . ) o
Bullock, . Research . ) number of reviewers; escriptive
No definition NR . strategy unclear; by language; . )
2010 guestion . ) reviewers; QA -0One summary
Reference scanning  Limited by -
clearly . ; L2 - Not reviewer only
not reported; study design
reported . reported and one
Contacting authors o
verifier
not reported
Used a previous
review(s) as
starting point; LL-Done — pa  pone
. . Protocol not . - but unclear
Rapid reviews are . ) Searched published  Limited by but unclear .
) . mentioned; ) ) RN number of Narrative/d
literature reviews that and grey literature;  date; Limited - . humber of -
Bungay, Research . reviewers; . . escriptive
are conducted NR . Search strategy by language; reviewers;
2013 - L guestion . . L2 - Done summary
systematically within a clearly reported; No limit on QA - One
o - clearly . X but unclear . only
limited time frame Reference scanning  study design reviewer
reported . number of
not reported; . only
. reviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
Rapid reviews are Searched more
completed in a limited than one database;
time to inform the Protocol not  Searched published - L1 -two DA - Two
. o . ) " _ Limited by . . Meta-
appraisal and guideline mentioned; and grey literature; date: No independen  independen analvsis
development processes. Research Search strategy ' ... treviewers; treviewers; y
Burls, 2002 - . 4-6 weeks : . Language limit; and
The review brings question clearly reported,; oS L2 - Two QA- Two .
. Limited by - ) narrative
together evidence on clearly Yes, references study desian independen  independen summar
key aspects of the use reported scanned; y 9 treviewers  treviewers y
of the technology Contacting authors
concerned. not reported
A systematic Searched more -
. Limited by
assessment of the best than one database; ) DA - Done
; - Protocol not - date; Language L1 -two
available evidence that . ; Searched published . . but unclear .
o mentioned; ) limit independen Narrative/d
follows the principles sources only; - . nhumber of -
. . Research unclear/not t reviewers; . . escriptive
Butler, 2004  of a systematic review, 3 months : Search strategy . reviewers;
. question ) reported; Study L2 - Two summary
but concessions are clearly reported,; - . QA - More
. clearly design independen only
made in order to Yes, references ) than two
. . reported ; unclear/not t reviewers .
complete reviews in a scanned; reported reviewers

shorter time scale. Grey

Contacting authors
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literature is not

not reported

included.
Searched more
Protocol not than one database; L1 - one DA - One
. ; Searched published  No Date limit; . reviewer Clear
mentioned; ; reviewer ]
o Research sources only; only: L2 - only; QA - reasons for
Butt, 2010 No definition . Search strategy ' One not doing
guestion . One :
clearly reported,; ; reviewer meta-
clearly ; reviewer .
Yes, references study design and one analysis
reported . only oo
scanned; Yes, verifier
authors contacted
Searched more
A systematic rapid Protocol not than one database; L1 - Done DA - Done
evidence assessment . ) Searched published  Limited by but unclear .
mentioned; ) S but unclear Narrative/d
(SREA) represents the R sources only; date; Limited number of -
. : . esearch ) number of . . escriptive
Caird, 2012  only way in which a NR . Search strategy by language; . . reviewers;
. . guestion . - reviewers; summary
broad policy question clearly reported; Limited by QA- Two
clearly . L2 - Not . only
may be answered reported Yes, references study design reported independen
within a tight timescale. P scanned; Yes, P t reviewers
authors contacted
Any HTA report or
systematic review that
has taken between 1-6
months to produce
which contains the
elements of Searched more
comprehensive than one database; DA - One
omp Protocol not  Searched published - L1 -two reviewer
literature search. The . ) ) ~ Limited by . .
C AN mentioned; and grey literature; . independen  and one Narrative/d
ameron, concept of ‘rapid date; Limited - ] e L
. L oer . . Research Search strategy ) t reviewers; verifier; escriptive
2007 [CR: review’ is increasing, < 1 month . . by language;
. . . question clearly reported; - L2 - Two QA -Done  summary
Watt 2008b]  driven primarily by this Limited by .
X clearly Yes, references . independen  but unclear  only
need to engage with ) study design )
reported scanned; t reviewers  number of

clinicians, consumers
and policy makers in a
timely manner in order
to provide evidence-
based recommendations
pertaining to healthcare
activities and decisions.

Contacting authors reviewers
not reported

Carr, 2011 No definition NR Yes, Searched more Limited by L1 -two DA -Two  Narrative/d
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protocol than one database;  date; No independen independen  escriptive
mentioned; Searched published Language limit; treviewers; treviewers; summary
Research and grey literature;  No limit on L2 - Two QA- Two only
question Search strategy study design independen  independen
clearly clearly reported,; t reviewers  treviewers
reported Yes, references
scanned;
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more
than one database;
Protocol not  Searched published L1 -two DA - Two
AR ) _ o ; Meta-
mentioned; and grey literature;  No Date limit; independen  independen analvsis
_ Research Search strategy No Language treviewers; treviewers; y
Clark, 2003 No definition 3 months . . - 2 and
question clearly reported; limit; No limit L2 - Two QA- Two narrative
clearly Yes, references on study design  independen independen
_ - ] summary
reported scanned; treviewers treviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
Used a previous
review(s) as Data limit
- > L1 - two
Protocol not  starting point; unclear/not indenenden
mentioned; Searched published  reported; P . DA - Not Narrative/d
" ) - t reviewers; s L
Coomber, L Research and grey literature;  Language limit reported; escriptive
No definition NR : L2 - Done
2004 question Search strategy unclear/not but unclear QA - Not summary
clearly clearly reported,; reported; No done only
. S number of
reported Reference scanning limit on study .
. . reviewers
not reported; Yes, design
authors contacted
Database search Data limit
not reported; unclear/not DA - Done
Protocol not  Searched published reported: but unclear
mentioned; and grey literature; P T L1 - not number of  Narrative/d
Language limit . . ] -
—_ Research Search strategy not reported; reviewers;  escriptive
Cragg, 2008  No definition 4 months : . unclear/not
question reported; Reference . L2 - Not QA -Done  summary
. reported; Study
clearly scanning not desian reported but unclear  only
reported reported; g number of
) unclear/not :
Contacting authors reviewers
reported
not reported
Cummins, No definition NR Protocol not  Searched more Data limit L1 -two DA - Two Narrative/d
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2001 mentioned; than one database;  unclear/not independen independen  escriptive
Research Searched published reported; No t reviewers; treviewers; summary
question and grey literature;  Language limit; L2 - Not QA -Done only
clearly Search strategy Limited by reported but unclear
reported clearly reported,; study design number of

Reference scanning reviewers
not reported;
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more
than one database; Limited b L1 - Done
Protocol not  Searched published date’ Lan yua e but unclear
mentioned; and grey literature; Iimif guag number of DA - Not Narrative/d
De Laet, - Research Search strategy reviewers; reported,; escriptive
No definition NR . . unclear/not
2008 question clearly reported; reported: L2 - Done QA - Not summary
clearly Yes, references ported, but unclear  reported only
; Limited by
reported scanned; studv desian number of
Contacting authors y g reviewers
not reported
Used a previous
review(s) as Data limit
Protocol not  starting point; No unclear/not
. mentioned,; Grey literature reported; L1 - not DA - Not Narrative/d
Dixon- : . i . . it
L Research mentioned; Search  Language limit  reported; reported; escriptive

Woods, No definition NR .
question strategy not unclear/not L2 - Not QA - Not summary

2012 . .
clearly reported; Yes, reported; No reported done only
reported references scanned; limit on study

Contacting authors  design
not reported
Searched more
than one database;  Limited by DA - Done
Protocol not . ) L1 -one but unclear
. . . ) Searched published date; Language . .
It is not necessarily a mentioned; - ) L reviewer number of Narrative/d
. . and grey literature;  limit : . ] L
comprehensive review Research only; L2 - reviewers;  escriptive
Doran, 2013 : : NR : Search strategy unclear/not
of all literature relating question . . One QA -Done  summary
. clearly reported; reported; :
to the topic area. clearly T reviewer but unclear  only
Yes, references Limited by
reported ; : only number of
scanned; Yes, study design .
reviewers
authors contacted
Fitzpatrick- No definition NR No protocol  Searched more Limited by L1-one DA - One Narrative/d
Lewis, 2011 published; than one database;  date; Limited reviewer reviewer escriptive
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Research Searched published by language; and one and one summary
question and grey literature;  Limited by verifier; L2  verifier; only
clearly Search strategy study design - Two QA- Two
reported clearly reported,; independen  independen
Yes, references treviewers  treviewers
scanned;
Contacting authors
not reported
The report is based on a
limited literature search
and is not Searched more
comprehensive, than one database; L1 - Done
systematic reviews. The Protocol not  Searched published  Limited by but unclear DA - Done
intent is to provide a list mentioned; and grey literature;  date; Limited number of  butunclear  Narrative/d
Foerster, of sources and a NR Research Search strategy by language; reviewers; number of  escriptive
2007 summary of the best question unclear; Reference  Study design L2 - Done reviewers;  summary
evidence on the topic clearly scanning not unclear/not but unclear QA - Not only
that CADTH could reported reported; reported number of  done
identify using all Contacting authors reviewers
reasonable efforts not reported
within the time
allowed.
Searched more
than one database; Limited by
Protocol not  Searched published date; Language DA - Not
mentioned; and grey literature; Iimif L1 - not reported; Narrative/d
Geddes, o Research Search strategy reported,; QA - Done  escriptive
No definition NR . ; unclear/not
2011 question unclear; Reference reported: L2 - Not but unclear  summary
clearly scanning not Limited ’by reported number of  only
reported reported; study design reviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more Data limit L1 - Done
Protocol not  than one database;  unclear/not but unclear DA - Done
mentioned,; Searched published  reported; number of  butunclear  Narrative/d
Hildon, 2012 No definition NR Resee_lrch and grey literature;  Limited t?y reviewers; number of escriptive
question Search strategy language; Study L2 -Done  reviewers;  summary
clearly clearly reported,; design butunclear QA - Not only
reported Reference scanning  unclear/not number of  done
not reported; reported reviewers
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Contacting authors
not reported

Searched more
than one database;

Limited by

Protocol not  Searched published date’ Lanquade L1 - Done
mentioned; and grey literature; Iimit, guag but unclear DA - Not Narrative/d
Hulstaert, L Research Search strategy number of . escriptive
No definition NR . . unclear/not - . done; QA -

2009 question clearly reported,; reported: reviewers; < ione summary
clearly Reference scanning LirrJnited b L2 - Not only
reported not reported; stud desiyn reported

Contacting authors y desig
not reported
Searched more Data limit
than one database; unclear/not
Protocol not  Searched published reported: DA - Done
mentioned; and grey literature; P T L1 - not but unclear  Unclear/li
Language limit
Jahangirian, No definition NR Research Search strategy uncl?e ar/gnot reported,; number of  mited data
2011 question unclear; Reference ) L2 - Not reviewers;  synthesis
. reported; Study ]
clearly scanning not desian reported QA - Not methods
reported reported; uncl?aar Inot reported
Contacting authors reported
not reported P
Searched more L
The main difference Protocol not  tan one database; L?nact?e!;rr;]r:;t Il;l}t-uggggr
between a systematic mentioned: Searched published reported: number of DA - Not Meta-
review and a REA is Research ' and grey literature; LiFr)nited b reviewers:  reported: analysis

Joliffe, 2007  the restriction of the NR uestion Search strategy not lanaua e'yStu dv L2 - Doné QK i No’t and

time period available to glearl reported; Reference des? ng ' y but unclear  renorted narrative
search for eligible Y scanning not g P summary
studies reported reported; Yes, unclear/not number of
authors contacted reported reviewers

Rapid reviews are a Searched more -
new and contentious than one database; le!ted by DA - Done

Protocol not - date; Language L1 -one but unclear
approach to knowledge mentioned; Searched published limit reviewer number of  Narrative/d
transfer and exchange Research ' and grey literature; unclear/not and one reviewers; escriptive

Kelly, 2011  between researchers NR : Search strategy 4" Stud i 2 ’ P

and policy makers guestion clearly reported: repgrte ; Study  verifier; L QA -Done  summary
. ' clearly ' design - Not but unclear  only
They are typically Yes, references
. reported ) unclear/not reported number of
conducted in months scanned; .
reported reviewers

rather than years and

Contacting authors
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the focus is determined
by policy-makers rather
than researchers. The
strength of a rapid
review lies in its
timeliness and
responsiveness to the
needs of policy makers
and practitioners, but its
limitations include the
reliability and
generalisability of the
findings.

not reported

Rapid reviews have
emerged as a
streamlined approach to

Searched more
than one database;

- . . L1 -two
syr_1theS|zmg_ evidence Proto_col ngt Searched publlsheq Limited by independen DA_ - One Clear
quickly, typically for mentioned; and grey literature; s - . reviewer
: date; Limited t reviewers; . reasons for
Konnyu, the purpose of helping Research Search strategy ) only; QA - ;
m . 1 month : i by language; L2 - Done not doing
2012 decision-makers in question clearly reported,; > One
Limited by but unclear : meta-
health care and health clearly Yes, references ; reviewer .
. . ) study design number of analysis
services settings reported scanned,; . only
S A reviewers
respond in a timely Contacting authors
manner to urgent and not reported
emerging needs
Searched more
than one database;
. - L1 -two
Protocol not  Searched published Limited by indenenden
mentioned; and grey literature;  date; Limited P . DA -Not Narrative/d
) t reviewers; i o
Legrand, o Research Search strategy by language; reported,; escriptive
No definition NR . . : L2 - Done
2008 question clearly reported; Study design but unclear QA - Not summary
clearly Reference scanning  unclear/not reported only
. number of
reported not reported; reported -
. reviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
Protocol not  Searched more No Date limit; L1 -two DA - One Meta-
mentioned; than one database;  Limited by independen  reviewer analysis
Lewis, 2001 NR Research Searched published  language; t reviewers; and one and
question and grey literature;  Limited by L2 - Two verifier; narrative
clearly Search strategy study design independen  QA- Two summary
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reported clearly reported,; t reviewers  independen
Yes, references t reviewers
scanned;
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more
than one database;
Protocol not  Searched published | . . L1 - two DA - Two
. ) ) _ Limited by - independen .
mentioned,; and grey literature; . independen - . Narrative/d
A Research Search strategy date; No - t reviewers; L reviewers; escriptive
Low, 2006 No definition NR . . Language limit; " QA -Done
question clearly reported,; . L2 - Two summary
No limit on - but unclear
clearly Yes, references X independen only
. study design ) number of
reported scanned; t reviewers -
; reviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
A rapid systematic
review in which the
methodology has been
limited in one or more
areas to shorten the
timeline for its Searched more
. . . . DA - One
completion. This rapid than one database; -
R Protocol not - o L1-one reviewer
review is a limited . ) Searched published  Limited by . .
. mentioned; ) S reviewer and one Narrative/d
evidence-based sources only; date; Limited i g o

Maddern, . Research ) only; L2 - verifier; escriptive
assessment that is based NR . Search strategy by language;

[NR] . X question . i One QA - One summary
on a simple systematic clearl clearly reported,; Limited by reviewer reviewer onl
search of studies Y No references study design y

; . reported . only and one
published in the peer scanned; No verifier
reviewed literature. As authors contacted
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.
A rapid systematic Protocol not  Searched more I L1-one DA - One

o . . ) . Limited by . . .

review in which the mentioned; than one database; date: Limited reviewer reviewer Narrative/d

Maddern, methodology has been NR Research Searched published b Ién uage: only; L2 - and one escriptive

[NR] limited in one or more question sources only; L)i/mite% bg ' One verifier; summary
areas to shorten the clearly Search strategy Y reviewer QA - One only

LU . . study design .
timeline for its reported clearly reported,; only reviewer
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completion. This rapid

No references

and one

review is a limited scanned; No verifier
evidence-based authors contacted
assessment that is based
on a simple systematic
search of studies
published in the peer
reviewed literature. As
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.
A rapid systematic
review in which the
methodology has been
limited in one or more
areas to shorten the
timeline for its Searched more
. . . . DA - One
completion. This rapid than one database; -
T - Protocol not . - L1 - one reviewer
review is a limited . ) Searched published  Limited by . .
. mentioned; ) S reviewer and one Narrative/d
evidence-based sources only; date; Limited i g o

Maddern, . Research ) only; L2 - verifier; escriptive
assessment that is based NR . Search strategy by language;

[NR] . X question . i One QA - One summary
on a simple systematic clearl clearly reported,; Limited by reviewer reviewer onl
search of studies Y No references study design y

; . reported . only and one
published in the peer scanned; No verifier
reviewed literature. As authors contacted
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.
A rapid systematic Searched more DA - One
review in which the Protocol not  than one database; - L1 -one reviewer

; . - No Date limit; . .

methodology has been mentioned; Searched published Limited b reviewer and one Narrative/d

Maddern, limited in one or more Research sources only; .y only; L2-  verifier; escriptive

NR . language;

[NR] areas to shorten the question Search strategy Limited b One QA - One summary
timeline for its clearly clearly reported,; stud desiyn reviewer reviewer only
completion. This rapid reported No references y g only and one
review is a limited scanned; No verifier
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evidence-based
assessment that is based
on a simple systematic
search of studies
published in the peer
reviewed literature. As
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.

authors contacted

A rapid systematic
review in which the
methodology has been
limited in one or more
areas to shorten the
timeline for its

Searched more

completion. This rapid than one database; DA. - One
I Protocol not . _ L1 -one reviewer
review is a limited . . Searched published  Limited by . .
. mentioned; ) R reviewer and one Narrative/d
evidence-based sources only; date; Limited i g o
Maddern, . Research ) only; L2 - verifier; escriptive
assessment that is based NR . Search strategy by language;
2008 - X question . > One QA - One summary
on a simple systematic clearly reported,; Limited by : -
. clearly . reviewer reviewer only
search of studies No references study design
. . reported . only and one
published in the peer scanned; No verifier
reviewed literature. As authors contacted
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.
Searched more
than one database; L1 - Done DA - Done
Protocol not  Searched published - but unclear  but unclear
. ) ) _ Limited by .
mentioned; and grey literature; date’ Limited number of  number of  Narrative/d
L Research Search strategy ' ) reviewers;  reviewers;  escriptive
Mann, 2011  No definition NR : i by language;
question clearly reported,; Limited b L2-Done QA-Done summary
clearly Yes, references y butunclear  butunclear only
) study design
reported scanned; number of  number of
Contacting authors reviewers reviewers

not reported
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Searched more

than one database; DA - Done
Protocol not  Searched published I L1-two but unclear
. ) ) Limited by . Meta-
mentioned; sources only; S independen  number of .
date; Limited " ) . ] analysis
—_ Research Search strategy ) t reviewers;  reviewers;
Marsh, 2008  No definition NR : . by language; and
question clearly reported,; - L2 - Two QA - Done .
. Limited by - narrative
clearly Reference scanning . independen  but unclear
. study design - summary
reported not reported; t reviewers  number of
Contacting authors reviewers
not reported
Searched more
A briefer version of a Protocol not ?ez\nrc?hneijdalj?)?iish% 4 Limited b L1 -one DA - One
full systematic review, mentioned; P ) S y reviewer reviewer Narrative/d
. . and grey literature;  date; Limited ] ] .
Mcmurran, devised originally for Research ) only; L2 - only; QA - escriptive
. . . NR . Search strategy by language;
2012 informing policy question . - One One summary
. . clearly reported; Limited by : .
decision-making clearly . . reviewer reviewer only
. Reference scanning  study design
quickly reported not reported: Yes only only
authors contacted
Searched more
than one database; DA - Done
Protocol not  Searched published I L1-one but unclear
. ) " _ Limited by . Meta-
mentioned,; and grey literature; e reviewer number of .
. date; Limited . . ] analysis
McRobbie, A Research Search strategy ) only; L2 - reviewers;
No definition NR : . by language; and
2006 question clearly reported; .S Two QA - Done .
. No limit on . narrative
clearly Reference scanning study desian independen  but unclear summar
reported not reported; y 9 t reviewers  number of y
Contacting authors reviewers
not reported
e
response to g ressin than one database; DA - One
P P ng Protocol not  Searched published reviewer
need for a systematic . ; ) - Clear
_ summary and appraisal mentioned; sources only; No Date limit; L1 - not and_ one reasons for
Middleton, ; Research Search strategy No Language reported; verifier; ;
of the available NR . ) D not doing
2003 . question clearly reported; limit; Limited L2 - Not QA - Done
literature for a new or . . meta-
: . clearly Reference scanning by study design  reported but unclear .
emerging surgical d q ber of analysis
rocedure. They use reporte not reported; number o
P ) Contacting authors reviewers

the same methodology
as full systematic

not reported
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reviews, but may
restrict the types of
studies considered (for
example, by only
including comparative
studies and not case
series) in order to
produce the review in a
shorter time period than
a full systematic
review.

Expedited production of
short-form evidence
inventory reports. Inan
evidence inventory
report the authors leave
the 'patient’ element of

Searched more

PICO unspecified and than one database;  Data limit L1 - Done
then assess how much Protocol not  Searched published  unclear/not but unclear DA - Done
evidence there is for the mentioned; sources only; reported; number of  but unclear  Narrative/d
Mitchell, intervention in 3-4 davs Research Search strategy Language limit ~ reviewers;  number of  escriptive
2011 question, stratifying by Y question unclear; Reference  unclear/not L2 - Done  reviewers;  summary
patient group. The clearly scanning not reported; butunclear QA - Not only
inventory process reported reported; Limited by number of  reported
would work equally Contacting authors  study design reviewers
well assessing the not reported
quantity of evidence on
different variations of a
particular intervention
for a particular patient
group.
Searched more _ Limited by
than one database; .
Protocol not Searched published date; Language
mentioned; b o limit L1 - not DA - Not Narrative/d
L Research and grey literature; unclear/not reported; reported; escriptive
Moran, 2011  No definition NR : Search strategy not . ' '
question ) reported; Study L2 - Not QA - Not summary
reported; Reference :
clearly . design reported reported only
scanning not
reported g unclear/not
reported;
reported

Contacting authors
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not reported

Searched more
than one database;

Protocol not  Searched published Limited b Ir_e{/i_ef/):eer
mentioned; and grey literature; date: Limi):ed onlv: L2 - DA - Not Narrative/d
Murphy, No definition NR Research Search strategy by Ia,mguage' Ong’ reported; escriptive
2010 question clearly reported,; Limited b ' reviewer QA - Not summary
clearly Yes, references y reported only
reported scanned; study design and' one
Contacting authors verifier
not reported
Searched more
than one database; Limited by
Protocol not  No Grey literature date; Language
mentioned; mentioned; Search Iimif L1 - not DA - Not Narrative/d
Nasser 2011 No definition NR Resea_lrch strategy clearly unclear/not reported,; reported,; escriptive
' question reported; Reference reported: No L2 - Not QA - Not summary
clearly scanning not limit on ,study reported reported only
reported reported; design
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more
than one database; L1 - one
Protocol not  Searched published Limited by reviewer
mentioned; and grey literature; date: Limited only: L2 - DA - Not Narrative/d
Ndegwa, No definition NR Research Search strategy by Iénguage' One7 reported; escriptive
2010 question clearly reported; No limit on ' reviewer QA - Not summary
clearly Yes, references X reported only
reported scanned; study design and_ one
Contacting authors verifier
not reported
Reviews in Health Searched more
Technology Protocol not than one database; L1 -two DA - One
Assessment are termed mentioned: Searched published  No Date limit; independen reviewer Meta-
O' Meara systematic when the Research ' and grey literature;  Limited by t reviewers: and_ one analysis
2001 ' account of the search_ 11 months question Search strategy Ia_ng_uage; L2 - Two " verifier; and _
appraisal and synthesis clearly clearly reported,; Limited by independen QA- Two narrative
methods would, in reported Yes, references study design t reviewers independen  summary
theory, permit the scanned; Yes, t reviewers

replication of the

authors contacted
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review by others.
Rapid reviews are
completed in a limited
time to inform the
appraisal and guideline
development processes
managed by NICE.

Used a previous
review(s) as

Protocol not starting point, Il;l}t-uEl)(?Ing Elﬁ L]nl?:?er;er
mentioned; Searched published  Limited by number of number of Narrative/d
Research , and grey literature;  date; Limited reviewers; reviewers; escriptive
Obyn, 2008  No definition NR uestion Search strategy by language; Lo Doné QA - Don7e sumrﬁar
glearl clearly reported; No limit on but unclear butunclear onl Y
Y Yes, references study design y
reported scanned: number of number of
Contacti'ng authors reviewers reviewers
not reported
This evidence check Searched more
Les\{r:evzhvgzsv?(;gggged than one database; Limited by L1 - Done DA - Done
checgll< methodoloay in Protocol not  Searched published date; Language  butunclear  but unclear
response 1o s eci?iz mentioned; and grey literature;  limit number of number of Narrative/d
Phillipson, uepstions fro?n the NR Research Search strategy unclear/not reviewers; reviewers; escriptive
2012 q Lo question clearly reported,; reported; Study L2-Done QA -Done summary
commissioning agency. ;
. : clearly Yes, references design but unclear  but unclear only
It is not necessarily a
comprehensive review reported scanned; unclear/not number of number of
of aIFI) literature relating Contacting authors  reported reviewers reviewers
to the topic area. not reported
This evidence check Searched more
review was produced .
using the evidence than one database;
checgll< methodoloav in Protocol not  Searched published Limited by L1 - Done DA - Done
[eSDONSE 10 S eci?i)é mentioned; and grey literature;  date; Limited but unclear butunclear Narrative/d
. po! P Research Search strategy by language; number of  number of  escriptive
Rissel, 2012  questions from the NR : i : . ) . )
Lo question clearly reported,; Study design reviewers;  reviewers;  summary
commissioning agency.
It is not necessarily a clearly Yes, references unclear/not L2 - Not QA - Not only
y reported scanned; reported done reported

comprehensive review
of all literature relating
to the topic area.

Contacting authors
not reported
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Used a previous
review(s) as
starting point;

Protacol ngt Searched published  No Date limit; L1 -two DA - One .
mentioned; ) ) o independen  reviewer Narrative/d
. and grey literature;  Limited by ) . -
Saborido, L Research . t reviewers; and one escriptive
No definition 4 months . Search strategy language; No A
2010 question i oS L2 - Two verifier; summary
clearly reported; limit on study .
clearly - independen QA - Not only
Yes, references design -
reported ) t reviewers  done
scanned;
Contacting authors
not reported
Used a previous
review(s) as
Protocol not starting point; . le!ted by L1 -two DA - Two
. . Searched published date; Language . . .
mentioned; ) . L independen independen  Narrative/d
and grey literature;  limit - ] A ) .
Schnell- - Research t reviewers; treviewers; escriptive
No definition NR . Search strategy unclear/not
Inderst, 2011 guestion . . L2 - Two QA- Two summary
clearly reported; reported; . .
clearly . L independen independen  only
Reference scanning  Limited by - -
reported . ; t reviewers  treviewers
not reported; study design
Contacting authors
not reported
Searched more
than one database; DA - One
Protocol not . o L1 -two .
. ) Searched published  Limited by . reviewer .
mentioned; d I " date: independen q Narrative/d
. S Research and grey literature; ate; No L treviewers; oo One escriptive
Singh, 2005  No definition NR . Search strategy not  Language limit; " verifier;
question . . L2 - Two summary
reported; Yes, No limit on . QA- Two
clearly . X independen . only
references scanned;  study design - independen
reported t reviewers )
Yes, authors t reviewers
contacted
Searched more
than one database;
Protocol n(_)t Searched published  Limited by L1 -two DA-One ooy
mentioned; I . ) independen  reviewer f
. —_ Research and grey literature;  date; No I t reviewers; and one reasons 1or
Singh, 2006  No definition NR . Search strategy Language limit; ' e not doing
question . . L2 -Two verifier;
clearly reported; No limit on - meta-
clearly X independen QA - Not .
Yes, references study design ) analysis
reported t reviewers  reported

scanned; Yes,
authors contacted
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Searched more

than one database;

Protocol ngt Searched published  Limited by L1 - one DA-One o
mentioned,; ) ) . reviewer reviewer
_ o Research and grey literature;  date; No o only: L2 - only: QA - reasons for
Singh, 2006  No definition 3 weeks . Search strategy Language limit; ' ' not doing
guestion . . One One
clearly reported; No limit on ; ; meta-
clearly X reviewer reviewer .
Yes, references study design analysis
reported . only only
scanned; Yes,
authors contacted
Rapid structured
reviews are used to
summarize and
synthesis research Searched more
findings within the Protocol not than one datab_ase, . L1 - one DA - Not
: . . ; Searched published  Limited by reviewer . .
constraints of a given mentioned; - ) s ] reported,; Narrative/d
. and grey literature;  date; Limited only; L2 - L
. timetable and resources Research ) QA -Done  escriptive
Smith, 2013 . NR . Search strategy by language; Done but
and differ from question . - but unclear  summary
. . clearly reported; Limited by unclear
systematic review in clearly . number of  only
. Yes, references study design number of .
relation to the reported ; . reviewers
. scanned; Yes, reviewers
extensiveness of the
; authors contacted
literature search and
methods used to
undertake the analysis
Used a previous
review(s) as
starting point; i DA - Done
Proto_col ngt Searched published  Limited by !‘l two but unclear .
mentioned; - ) ) independen Narrative/d
and grey literature;  date; No - . number of L
Stordeur, - Research ... treviewers; . ) escriptive
No definition NR . Search strategy Language limit; reviewers;
2009 question . . L2 - Two summary
clearly reported; No limit on . QA - One
clearly X independen . only
Yes, references study design - reviewer
reported ; t reviewers
scanned; only
Contacting authors
not reported
Rapid reviews, by their Protocol not  Searched more Limited b L1 - Done
very nature, are mentioned; than one database; o y but unclear DA - Not Narrative/d
. . . date; Limited i o
constrained by time, Research Searched published ) number of  reported,; escriptive
Sutton, 2011 . NR : i by language; . )
and this impact on the question sources only; Limited b reviewers; QA - Not summary
completeness of clearly Search strategy Y L2 - Done  reported only
: . study design
searching undertaken reported clearly reported,; but unclear
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and the depth of formal

Yes, references

number of

quality assessment. scanned; reviewers
Nonetheless, this type Contacting authors
of review can provide a not reported
general indication of
the overall quality and
direction of effect
reported in the
literature.
A rapid systematic
review in which the
methodology has been
limited in one or more
areas to shorten the
timeline for its Searched more
. . . . DA - One
completion. This rapid than one database; -
U - Protocol not . . L1 - two reviewer
review is a limited . ) Searched published  Limited by . Clear
. mentioned; - ) s independen  and one
evidence-based and grey literature;  date; Limited - ) e reasons for
Thavaneswa . Research ) t reviewers; verifier; :
assessment that is based NR . Search strategy by language; not doing
ran, 2009 . . question . . L2 -Two QA -0One
on a simple systematic clearly reported,; Limited by . - meta-
. clearly . independen  reviewer .
search of studies No references study design - analysis
. . reported . treviewers  and one
published in the peer scanned; No verifier
reviewed literature. As authors contacted
a result, this rapid
review may be used to
inform certain questions
on the specific review
topic.
Database search Data limit
not reported; No unclear/not
Protocol not Grey literature reported;
The Medical mentioned; Y . P T L1 - not DA - Not Narrative/d
. mentioned; Search  Language limit . s .
Advisory L Research . reported; reported; escriptive
) No definition NR . strategy unclear; unclear/not
Secretariat, question . L2 - Not QA - Not summary
Yes, references reported; Study
2010 clearly 4 desi reported reported only
reported scanned; esign
Contacting authors  unclear/not
not reported reported
. The Rapid Synthesis Protocol not  Database search Data limit L1-Done DA - Not Unclear/li
Thigpen, : 10-12 . ) i : .
2012 and Tran§lat|on months mentioned; not reported, No unclear/not but unclear  reported; mited dgta
Program is Research Grey literature reported; number of QA - Not synthesis
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collaborative and by question mentioned; Search  Language limit  reviewers;  reported methods
using Lomas' exchange clearly strategy not unclear/not L2 - Done
model of knowledge reported reported; Reference reported; Study  but unclear
transfer bridges the gap scanning not design number of
between research and reported; unclear/not reviewers
practice by keeping Contacting authors  reported
researchers and not reported
practitioners involved
from the beginning.
The RSTP borrows
from other policy and
science synthesis and
translation literature
much of which is
related to knowledge
transfer includes
processes or
components related to
translation.
Searched more
Yes, than one database; L1-one
: - : DA - Two
protocol Searched published  Limited by reviewer - .
. ) ) ) T . independen  Unclear/li
. mentioned; and grey literature;  date; Limited only; L2 - ) ) .
Tripney, —_ . t reviewers;  mited data
No definition 6 months Research Search strategy by language; One .
2011 . ) .S - QA- Two synthesis
question clearly reported; No limit on reviewer .
X independen  methods
clearly Yes, references study design and one "
) e t reviewers
reported scanned; Yes, verifier
authors contacted
HTIS responses are
based on a limited Searched more
literature search and are than one database;
not comprehensive, Protocol not  Searched published - DA - Not
. . . ) " . Limited by L1 -two 3 :
systematic reviews. The mentioned; and grey literature; e . reported; Narrative/d
; . . . date; Limited independen o
Tsakonas, intent is to provide a list Research Search strategy not ) ) . QA -Done escriptive
NR : . by language; t reviewers;
2008 of sources and a question reported; Reference Limited b L2 - Not but unclear  summary
summary of the best clearly scanning not Y number of  only
. . g study design reported .
evidence on the topic reported reported; reviewers

that CADTH could
identify using all
reasonable efforts

Contacting authors
not reported
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within the time
allowed. HTIS
responses should be
considered along with
other types of
information and health
care considerations.
The information
included in this
response is not intended
to replace professional
medical advice, nor
should it be construed
as a recommendation
for or against the use of
a particular health

technology.
Searched more . Data limit DA - Done
than one database;  unclear/not
Protocol not - ) but unclear
. ) Searched published  reported; .
mentioned; ) ) o L1 - not number of  Narrative/d
Van and grey literature;  Language limit . - ) -
_—_ Research reported; reviewers;  escriptive
Brabandt, No definition NR . Search strategy unclear/not
5 question . . L2 - Not QA -Done  summary
009 clearly reported,; reported; Study
clearly £ . desi reported but unclear  only
reported Reference scanning  design number of
not reported; Yes, unclear/not .
reviewers
authors contacted reported
Used a previous
review(s) as L1 - Done
Protocol not  starting point; but unclear DA - Done
van mentioned; Searched published  No Date limit; number of  butunclear  Narrative/d
Branadt No definition NR Research and grey literature;  No Language reviewers; number of  escriptive
2008 ' question Search strategy limit; No limit L2 - Done reviewers;  summary
clearly clearly reported,; on study design  butunclear QA - Not only
reported No references number of  reported
scanned; No reviewers
authors contacted
Protocol not  Searched more Limited by L1-one DA -Done  Meta-
Vlayen, No definition NR mentioned; than one database;  date; No reviewer but unclear  analysis
2006 Research Searched published Language limit; only; L2 - number of  and
question and grey literature;  Limited by Done but reviewers;  narrative
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clearly Search strategy study design unclear QA - One summary
reported clearly reported,; number of  reviewer
Reference scanning reviewers and one
not reported; Yes, verifier
authors contacted
Searched more
than one database; I
Protocol not  Searched published L|m!ted by L1 - two DA - One
. ) ) date; Language . reviewer .
mentioned;  sources only; L independen Narrative/d
Research Search strate limit t reviewers; and one escriptive
WHO, 2006  No definition 6 months . gy. unclear/not " verifier; P
question clearly reported,; . L2 - Two summary
reported; - QA- Two
clearly Yes, references imited b independen . q d only
reported scanned; Limite y treviewers | ochenden
N study design t reviewers
Contacting authors
not reported
The Rapid Evidence
Assessment of the tShe;nrcohneg dn;toa rlfase'
Literature approach P L1 - More DA - Done
. Protocol not  Searched published S
differs from a . ; - ~ No Date limit; than two but unclear .
. . mentioned; and grey literature; - - ) Narrative/d
conventional systematic Research Search strate Limited by reviewers; number of escriptive
York, 2011 literature review inthat NR uestion clearly re or?e)(/d' language; No L2 - Done reviewers; sumrﬁar
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